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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING

This Memorandum of Understanding is made this 14th day of December, 2006,
by and between the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, New~York, a municipal
corporation having its principal place of business at 555 Union Avenue, New
Windsor, NY 12553 (the “Town”) and SUMMIT-ON-HUDSON ASSOCIATES,

L.P., (“Developer”), having its principal place of business at 26 Concord Drive,

Monsey, NY 10952.

WITNESSETH:
WHEREAS, DEVELOPER, is the owner and/or developer of certain properties in
the Town of New Windsor commonly known as Plum Point; and
WHEREAS, there is an ongoing construction project on the property referred to
in the previous paragraph; and
WHEREAS, on or about the night of December 13, 2006 a major waterline break
occurred at or about the property causing the discharge of One Million, Three
Hundred Thousand (1,300,000) gallons of water from the town water system; and
WHEREAS, DEVELOPER accepts full responsibility for the discharge of the
water and resultant losses to the TOWN; and
WHEREAS, certain work was performed by DEVELOPER or its
representatives/subcontractors without the knowledge or inspection of the
TOWN. Said work was done in such a fashion as to allow the improper

discharge of water from the town water system; and
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WHEREAS, it is the desire of the DEVELOPER to prevent such discharge in the
future; and

WHEREAS, it is the desire of the TOWN to insure that all work done at the Plum
Point site by or on behalf of DEVELOPER is in full compliance with all Federal,
State and Local Laws and Codes;

NOW THEREFORE IT IS AGREED by and between the parties as follows:

1. The DEVELOPER agrees to place, in escrow, with the Comptrolier
of the TOWN, Ten Thousand and 00/100 ($10,000.00) Dollars cash, certified
check or by instrument acceptable to the TOWN at the TOWN'S sole discretion.
Monies from this escrow account will be used to pay Engineering fees of
McGoey, Hauser and Edsall, Consulting Engineers, P.C., to provide project
observation of the infrastructure work that is ongoing at the site including water,
sewer, drainage and erosion control work. The Engineer for the Town will also
be available to observe all testing of all water and sewer lines as required by the
TOWN. The Engineer will be required to submit regular bills to the TOWN for the
work performed at the site and the appropriate fees will be paid to the Engineer
by the TOWN at the Engineer's usual and customary hourly rate. The balance of
any funds, if any, at the conclusion of all engineering work at this site as
determined at the sole discretion of the TOWN, will be refunded to DEVELOPER.
in the event that the fees exceed $10,000.00, DEVELOPER agrees to reimburse
the TOWN for any expenses for the abovementioned engineering work.

2. The DEVELOPER agrees to pay for all loss of water and the cost of

personnel utilized during the water emergency betvoiéen 13 December, 2006 and
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14 December, 2006. The cost of personnel utilized has been calculated by John
Egitto, Operations Manager, CAMO Pollution Control, in the sum of Two
Thousand, Two Hundred Sixty-two and 00/100 ($2,262.00) Dollars. The loss of
water has also been calculated by John Egitto, Operations Manger, CAMO
Pollution Control, to be: One Million, Three Hundred Thousand (1,300,000)
gallons and the cost for same shall be calculated at the usual and customary
finished water user rate of finished water supplied to consumers within the Town
of New Windsor, which rate is: $4.2738/1,000 gallons, which totals: Five
Thousand, Five Hundred Fifty-five and 94/100 ($5,555.94) Dollars.

3. The DEVELOPER agrees to install a master meter which will
measure all water flow from the TOWN's main in Old Route 9W to the project
site. Plan specifications and details of the master meter are to be designed by a
Professional Engineer licensed in the State of New York and submitted for Town
review and acceptance prior to the start of work.

4, The DEVELOPER agrees to coordinate with the Master
Homeowners’ Association and confirm that the Master Homeowners’ Association
will be responsible for the ongoing maintenance of the master meter and water
mains which are privately owned.

5. The DEVELOPER agrees to have his Engineer of record prepare
as-built drawings of all infrastructure improvements on-site and submit same to
the TOWN for review and acceptance.

6. The DEVELOPER agrees to have the Engineer of record provide

all copies of certifications provided to the Heaith Department and NYSDEC
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certifying that all water lines and sewer lines have been installed in accordance
with the approved plans.

7. The DEVELOPER agrees to provide copies of all testing that has
been performed on the water and sewer lines including bacteriological testing to
verify that the water mains have been properly disinfected prior to being placed
into service. In addition, inspection reports should be submitted to the TOWN
from the Engineers who were on-site inspecting the installation of the
infrastructure improvements to verify that all water and sewer utilities have been
installed in accordance with the approved plans and specifications.

8. The DEVELOPER will have his Engineer perform a field review of
the storm water management and erosion control techniques immediately. The
Engineer should make written recommendations to the DEVELOPER with a copy
to the TOWN as to how to correct and/or implement the erosion control
techniques that are required to properly stabilize the site and protect from erosion
sedimentation. This inspection should include a review of the storm water
management pond to determine if any repairs are required to this facility and/or
whether silt must be removed from the storrm water basin which may have
accumulated over a period of time and which may have been a result of the
major water main break.

9. The DEVELOPER agrees to have his Design Engineer on-site to
provide proper review and certification of the installation of the remainder of the

infrastructure and improvements and provide appropriate certifications of the
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Notady Public of the State of New York

installations to the health department and the NYSDEC with copies to the
TOWN.

This Memorandum of Understanding shall be effective immediately.

Town of New Windsor Summit-on-Hudson Associates, L.P.
By: C. By: \bk —
eX G , supervisor Isere Halberthal, Géneral Partner
Acknowledgment
STATE OF NEW YORK )
)SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

On the 14th day of December, in the year 2006, before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared George A. Green, personally known to me or proved to me
on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) whose name(s) is
(are) subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
he/she/they executed t same in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that by,
rument, the individual(s), or the person upo:.
behak of which the.indiyvid ed executed the instrument.

Acknowledgment Commission Exeires Aug. 16,3000
STATE OF NEW YORK )

) SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

On the 14th day of December in the year 2006, before me, the undersigned,
personally appeared Isere Halberthal, personally known to me or proved to me
on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual(s) whose name(s) is
(are) subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
he/s efthey executed the gme in his/her/their capacity(ies), and that' byA
ifStrument, the individual(s), or the person upon\:._.
cted, executed the instrument. ST

Jessica T. Marina -
Notary Public, State of New'lolk -
No. 01MAS016619
H:\My Documents\Plum Point #96\Memorandum of Understanding.doc Qu:zlifed in Orange County

Commission Expires Aug. 16, 2000
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: — Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553
(843) 3634611

RECEIPT
#839-2001

08/31/2001

Hudson. Swmnmlt On

Recelved % 10000 for Planning Board Pees on 08/31/200i. Thaok you for stopplog
by the Town Clerk’s office.

As always, It Is our pleasure 1o serve you.

Deborah Green
Towa Clerk



00 Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive
Suite #202
New Windsor, New York 12553
(845) 567-3100

PC
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL e-mail: mheny@att.net

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (0 Reglonal Office

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY
and PENNSYLVANIA

507 Broad Street

Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
(670) 296-2765

e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: PLUM POINT CONDOS — SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
(REVISION TO PHASES V & VI)
PROJECT LOCATION: OLD NYSRT. 9W
SECTION 81 -BLOCK 1-1L0T2& 3.4
PROJECT NUMBER: 01-27
DATE: 8 AUGUST 2001
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES A SHIFT IN THE PHASE LINE
BETWEEN PROJECT PHASES V AND VI, AS WELL AS SOME
FOOTPRINT CHANGES IN THE BUILDINGS AND THEIR
LOCATIONS. THE APPLICATION WAS REVIEWED AT THE
14 MARCH 2001 PLANNING BOARD MEETING.
1. In my previous review comments, I advised of what I believe are the critical issues, as follows:
e Maintain same number of units
* Spacing of buildings
e Provide adequate access to units
¢ Provide adequate off street parking for each unit
¢ Provide adequate and appropriate Recycling center
e Avoid slope problems as previously experienced
2. 1 have reviewed the revised plans submitted and have the following comments:

a) I previously recommended that the applicant should insure that the locations of the units
along the river should be designed so as not require placement of fill. The new units (169-
172 and 205-211) all require fill/grading toward the river. Previous attempts to fiil and
grade along the riverside slope were disastrous. As per a discussion with the Building
Inspector, he recommends that all work be done under the full time supervision of a
licensed professional engineer with geotechnical specialty.


mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net

b) Sheet 3 is identified as a “Grading & Erosion Control” plan. Although the Board could
accept the plan for the Site Plan Amendment, it should be noted that more detailed plans
should be prepared for Stormwater Management and Soil Erosion Prevention, in
accordance with the requirements of the NYSDEC SPDES Construction Related Activities
regulations. Necessary permits with the NYSDEC should be maintained.

c¢) I previously recommended that the sewage pump station wet well capacity be increased for
failure situations. Capacity for a minimum of 6 — 12 hours would appear appropriate, at
minimum. I also noted that the applicant should check previous approval requirements
from the DEC. The Board should discuss the status for the record.

d) Regarding the Sewage Force Main, cleanout manholes would be appropriate. I see none
indicated on the plan.

€) The utility plan should include the watermain. Hydrant spacing should be 500 ft.
maximum per the Fire Inspector. Verify OCDOH approval has been obtained.

f) Regarding the detail sheet (sheet 5), note the following comments:

e The detail for the recycling enclosure has no details for landscaping, only a note.
I would suggest a more clear indication of what is proposed.

e The typicai unit layout should note a 25 ft. paved driveway dimension minimum
from the building to the edge of the roadway.

3. The Planning Board may wish to make a determination regarding the type action this project
should be classified under SEQRA, and make a determination regarding environmental
significance.

4. The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public Hearing will be required for
this Site Plan Amendment, per its discretionary judgment under Paragraph 48-19.C of the
Town Zoning Local Law.

5. It is my understanding that current requirements regarding bonding, etc. do not apply to this
approved application, which predates the current process.

6. The applicant should be advised to properly file this amendment with the Office of the State
Attorney General, who has jurisdiction in these matters.

NWO01-27-08Augh1.doc
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PLUM POINT CONDOMINTUMS AMENDMENT (01-27)

.+ Mr. Isere Halberthal appeared ‘before the. board for this
proposal. -

MR. PETRO: Proposed shift in building location. This
application proposes a shift in the phase line between
projects phase 5 and 6 as well as some footprint
changes in the buildings and their locations. This
application was reviewed at 14 March, 2001 .planning
board meeting.

MR. HALBERTHAL: Well, we came to you last time here
and gave you a proposed, and you wanted some more
-details of everything. My engineer couldn’t make it
tonight so I’m here on my own. “Basically, he did a,
there’s a grading map, there’s an elevation map,
there’s a sewer and drainage and all the.building are
there and we at the last workshop meeting..Mark asked

~+ for 25 foot right-of-ways which we have.on all the

‘Aunits, minimum of 25 foot.righteof—ways.;”,,.

MR.: PETRO: - There's qulte a few comments from the
. engineer and I don’t want to go through them all
~-tonight, there’s quite a,few,_you re. not‘apvenglneer,
sir, I don’t mean that to be-- C

MR. EDSALL: Some are comments just to make--

MR. PETRO: We did waive the public hearing, I’m sorry,
Mark, go ahead.

MR. EDSALL: I tried to add some comments just for
information to the board as well, maybe I can briefly
go over themn.

MR. PETRO: Is he going to understand them enough?

MR. EDSALL: Well, I think some, I’m going to need some
input from the board.

MR. PETRO: Go ahead.

MR. EDSALL: 2A just a comment that they’re providing
or proposing some grading along the river front units.
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You’ll see on sheet 3 where some of the proposed
contours show some grading in two areas. I discussed
it with the building inspector:-and he really didn‘t
have any objection to it but he believes condition of
approval should be . -that any grading work on the river
side of these units be under the supervision of a
licensed engineer, a technical engineer so we don’t
have the same problems we had before.

MR. ARGENIO: What happened last time?
MR. HALBERTHAL: We do it last time or since last time.
MR. EDSALL: I’m just passing it on, you may be doing

it, but he’s suggesting it be a- note on the plan and
condltlon of approval.~ S .

“MR. HALBERTHAL: - All our- bulldlng permlts when we

submit them there’s  -one sheet which shows the whole
thing and all the bulldlngs. SRR S

-"MR.- EDSALL: . You may be d01ng 1t already but I’m just

" passing on what the building:inspector suggested. 2B

just letting you know that we have a plan that’s called

.an erosion control-:plan but in fact, it would not

comply with the DEC’s standards but I know that Mr,.
Halberthal has been dealing with DEC for the SPDES
permit so I'm just going on record letting you know
that in fact he’s still responsible for those
regulations and preparing a separate plan. Comment 2C
something that we have made a recommendation relative
to the pump station, I’m not sure that they have
acknowledged their intent to do that or not, the plans
really don’t indicate it. D is another technical
comment, E is just a comment from the fire inspector,
he asked that the plan acknowledge 500 foot spacing of
hydrants, but the current utility plan doesn’t have
water main and hydrants. shown so that should be added
on. F I need some input from the board, do you want a
separate landscaping plan for around the recycling
center or not? Right now, they have a detail of the
recycling center on sheet 5 but there’s no landscaping
plan specific to that.

MR. PETRO: What’s around the other ones in your other

R
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phases, what do you have around?
MR. HALBERTHAL: I 'didn’t put nothing.

MR. EDSALL: Part of problem was that I know that in:+
previous locations, there was a lot of grief about the
fact that the finish around it, so I thought you might
want to solve the problem here and at least let them
know what you’d like to have so we don’t have to deal
with it in the field. :

MR. PETRO: Just put some shrubbery around it.

MR. EDSALL'~ There’s just a note but do you want a .
plan° - R

MR. PETRO:: Uprlght hews to be planted around per1meter~
of building, yes, we do. Anybody dlsagree° C
MR. ARGENIO:“ No. -~

" MR. EDSALL: :They’ve done, which we appreciate,. the
typical unit plan, Izzie has. indicated that all the-
driveways will be minimum 25 foot spacing from the

building: facé to the roadway.  I’m just asking that the -

25 foot dimension be shown on the typical plan just so "
that it’s clear. Other than that, comments 3 and on"
are all procedural, if you want to deal with any of
those now.

MR. PETRO: There seems to be lot on here that he has
to correct on the plan, I don’t feel like going forward
with it, is it going to happen if we do a conditional
approval?

MR. HALBERTHAL: Yes, of course.

MR. EDSALL: The plans have come a very long way since
the initial set so this is probably the last ten
percent of what they need to do.

MR. PETRO: How have you been making out with the
building department? No problems? Everything’s
working out all right? :
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MR. EDSALL: Yeah, we’ve come a long way since we got
the first plan on this amendment and like I said, this

5?15 probably :the last ten percent. AR S

’HR. PETRO: Well, what I’m going to do then if the rest

of the board members want to and on your recommendation
we can do a final approval, I‘’m going to make your
minutes the subject-to’s, I’'m not going to go over them

"unless you want. Make it conditioned on this,
"conditioned on Mark’s comments being fulfilled.

MR. PETRO: Before I stamp or sign the plan. Motion
has been made and seconded that the New Windsor
Planning Board declare negative dec under the SEQRA

- process for Plum Point, this is a revision to phases 5
‘and- 6. Is there any further discussion from the board
“imembers° : v R o

“*MR ARGENIO'* *‘So moved.

BRESNAN. ~“Second it. - IR ?‘*4

ROLL- CALL™

*MR. ARGENIO " . .- AYE" ST e
“MR. BRESNAN ' = AYE : S
MR. KARNAVEZOS AYE '

MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Any of the board members have any comments
before I go forward with this? If not, I’l11l entertain
a motion for final approval.

MR. BRESNAN: So moved.
MR. KARNAVEZOS: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the
Plum Point condo site plan amendment revisions to
phases 5 and 6 subject to Mark’s comments being
fulfilled and completed and implemented on the plans
before final stamp is given. 1Is there any further
comment from the board members? If not, roll call.
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- MR ;- P

MR.
MR.
MR.

ARGENIO
BRESNAN
KARNAVEZOS
PETRO

"AYE

AYE
AYE
AYE
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PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 08/31/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-27
NAME: PLUM POINT ON HUDSON CONDOMINIUMS
APPLICANT: HALBERTHAL, ISERE

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION---~--=---- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
03/12/2001 REC. CK. #3225 PAID 750.00
03/14/2001 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
03/14/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 36.00
08/08/2001 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
08/08/2001 P.B. MINUTES CHG 22.50
08/29/2001 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 306.00
08/31/2001 RET. TO APPLICANT CHG 315.50

TOTAL: 750.00  750.00  0.00
3\5\\°‘



PLANNING BOARD
) TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 08/31/2001 ) PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARDACTIONS

STAGE: STATUS [Open, Withd]
A [Disap, Appr]

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-27

NAME: PLUM POINT ON HUDSON CONDOMINIUMS
APPLICANT: HALBERTHAL, ISERE

- -DATE- - MEETING-PURPOSE---------~----- ACTION-TAKEN--------
08/30/2001 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED
08/08/2001 P.B. APPEARANCE ND: APPR COND

ADD ON HYDRANTS - NEED LANDSCAPE PLAN - NO BOND ESTIMATE
NECESSARY FOR THIS REVISION

03/14/2001 P.B. APPEARANCE REVISE & GO TO WS

03/07/2001 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE SUBMIT



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 08/31/2001 PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-27

NAME: PLUM POINT ON HUDSON CONDOMINIUMS
APPLICANT: HALBERTHAL, ISERE

--DATE- - DESCRIPTION----~--~~ TRANS ~--AMT-CHG ~AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
08/29/2001 SITE PLAN APPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00
08/30/2001 REC. CK. #2640 PAID 100.00

TOTAL: 100.00 100.00 0.00



AS OF:

08/29/2001

JOB: 87-56

TASK :

CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant)

1- 27

FOR WORK DONE PRIOR TO: 08/29/2001

TASK-NO  REC

--DATE--

-PAGE: 1

CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

1-27
1-27
1-27
1-27
1-27

1-27

1-27
1-27
1-27

1-27

173469
173419
177066
177692
178156

179806

190531
190938
191546

191577

02/07/01
02/22/01
03/07/01
03/13/01
03/21/01

04/26/01

08/01/01
08/08/01
08/08/01

08/21/01

TIME
TIME
TIME
TIME
TIME

TIME
TIME
TIME

MIE
MJE
MIE
MJE
MJE

MIE
MJE
MIE

ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE
WS PLUM PT CONDOES 85.00
WS PLUM PT CONDOES 85.00
PLUM PT CONDO S/P 85.00
PLUM PT CONDO 85.00
PLUM PT CONDOES 85.00
BILL  01-448
WS PLUM PT CONDO S/P AM  85.00
M4 PlunPtCondo SPam APP  85.00
MC PLUM PT CONDO S/P AM  85.00
BILL  01-792
TASK TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL

0.40
0.40
0.40
0.50
0.40

0.40
0.10
0.50

9/%/‘!

o QW/

------------------- DOLLARS - -~ - - === oo wmmmmm o
TIME EXP BILLED BAL ANCE
34.00
34.00
34.00
42 .50
34.00
178.50
-178.50
-178.50
34.00
8.50
42 .50
85.00
-85.00
-85.00
263.50 0.00 -263.50 0.00
263.50 0.00 -263.50 0.00
50
600



 RESULTS OF P.WETING OF : Q%@ di ’gaa/
- PROJECT: (W om. [Pf-. Londio. PB# /7

— A DI A PDP <

LEAD AGENCY: | NEGATIVE DEC:
1. AUTHORIZE COORD LETTER: Y__ N__ M) B_S) A VOTE: A4 NO

2. TAKE LEAD AGENCY:Y__ N__ CARRIED: YESV NO__

M)__S)__VOTE:A__N__
CARRIED: YES__ NO___
. A C I D

WAIVE PUBLICHEARING: M) __S)__ VOTE:A__N__ WAIVED:Y__N__
SCHEDULEPH. Y_ N __

EETET TC JC T _C o X =
SEND TO O.C. PLANNING: Y__ |

SEND TO DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION: Y__
REFERTOZBA:M)__S)_ VOTE:A_N_

RETURN TO WORK SHOP: YES__ NO___

= I (I DD <
APPROVAL:
M)_S) VOTE:A__N__ APPROVED:__ /
M)/ _S)/{ VOTE: A4 N_g APPROVED CONDITIONALLY: oo/? 2/

NEED NEW PLANS: Y N

DISCUSSION/APPROVAL CONDITIONS:

(2 Xycdyoult

_M_M@w ,ﬂ/md

bo ezl oy




. . 0 Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9w)

& . New Windsor, New York 12553
. (914) 562-8640
PC O Branch Office
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 507 Broad Street.
ilford, Pennsylvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.-
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E. PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. RECORD OF APPEARANCE

ILLAGE OF /{/67«) Mwﬁo/{) P/B # -
WORK SESSION DATE: [/ 5/,/9;/@ O/ APPLICANT RESUB.

REQUIRED:

REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED:

PROJECT NAME: f]um / @,\Ju’f
PROJECT STATUS: NEW op X *

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: VA, (f +
e
MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. :
FIRE INSP.
ENGINEER i _ .
PLANNER ‘ :

P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: 5 - Ck V/

CLOSING STATUS
Set for agenda
possible agenda item
. : Discussion item for agenda
pbwsform 10MJE98 ZBA referral on agenda

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9w)

ﬁ New Windsor, New York 12553
' - (914) 562-8640
PC ) o O Branch Office
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL ' Miore, Pesesivania 16337
CONSULTING ENG!NEERS P.C. . .

(717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, PE. PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
JAMES M. FARR, P.E. RECORD OF APPEARANCE

TOWN /X ILLAGE OF MW [X//A’Afo./b P/B #O/ —} 7

RK SESSION DATE: / AUG (@) / APPLICANT RESUB.
' REQUIRED:
REAPPEARANCE AT W/S REQUESTED: Ve s/ Z&A/
PROJECT NAME: //«/m // ‘/;2/‘/\[/0/' ’

PROJECT STATUS: NEW /C op X '

REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT: _ Gl \]amw/

MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP, o
FIRE INSP. <
ENGINEER ' .
PLANNER _

P/B CHMN.
OTHER (Specify)

ITEMS TO BE ADDRESSED ON RESUBMITTAL: -

’fﬂ+m£{ léﬁ"ql ;7
6’”‘”!) (AA‘J’QH +£..¢ 5
= mf_uﬂ.hjvcm Aot
= [ti(-»a/& @{«\(/Q Q(M

—= (00 (ﬂ“'Ca—»_ LH_J o ¢ /'\f&ﬂ?cﬁdﬁ/

==
CLOSING STETUS /Umcf :
Set for agenda 6’*‘”"‘/9
possible agenda item
Discussion item for agenda
pbwsform  10MJE98 : . ZBA referral on agenda

Licersed in New York, New Jersey znd Penrsylvania



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 08/08/2001 PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 1-27
NAME: PLUM POINT ON HUDSON CONDOMINIUMS
APPLICANT: HALBERTHAL, ISERE

DATE-SENT AGENCY-----m=mmmmmm e - DATE-RECD RESPONSE--~-----~-
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(. PLUM POINT CONDOMINIUMS SITE PLAN AMENDMENT (01-27)
Mr. Dennis Walden and Mr. Izzy Halberthal appeared
before the board for this proposal.

MR. PETRO: First question is why are we changing the

configuration of a phase, do you have comments on this,
Mark?

MR. WALDEN: I prepared the site plan and this is Izzy
Halberthal.

MR. PETRO: Are you the owner, sir?

MR. HALBERTHAL: Yes.

MR. PETRO: Okay, why are we here?

MR. WALDEN: What we’re doing is just shifting some of
the units around. We’re not changing, the unit count
was 79, we’re maintaining 79. As you look at that, the
shaded ones are where the units were located on the
previous site plan that was approved back in 1984, I

would like to shift some of them around to where we
have them located now.

MR. PETRO: Talking about just the four units but the
four-~

MR. HALBERTHAL: Wherever you see the shaded old and
where it’s not shaded, we’d like to locate the new
revised units.

MR. LANDER: Square feet is staying the same of the
buildings? -

MR. HALBERTHAL: Approximately.
MR. LANDER: They are smaller.

MR. HALBERTHAL: Ones that are proposed are a little
larger. :

MR. PETRO: All these units are being shifted.
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'~ MR. ARGENIO: Looks to me every one.

MR. BABCOCK: 'Every one.

MR. EDSALL: They’re all moving.

MR. HALBERTHAL: We changed some because of the views.

MR. LANDER: How many, you say some are smaller, some
are bigger, but how many square feet?

MR. HALBERTHAL: They’re not actually, I don’t think
they’re smaller, I think originally the way it was
approved I think some were approved with three stories,
we’re only going with two stories, the total square
footage is probably the same.

MR. PETRO: I don’t think this is a minor change, to be
honest with you, I don’t even know about the setbacks
on property lines, some of the buildings are changed by
quite a number of feet, look at this building over here
all the way to your left.

MR. WALDEN: Reduced that from a four-plex to

MR. LANDER: The reason for rearranging all this for

the views?

MR. WALDEN: Take advantage of the views and step these
up and take advantage of the views and we changed from
three story to two story.

MR. PETRO: Did you have to file this with the State:
Attorney General’s office, the original?

MR. HALBERTHAL: Submitted all the plans, this comes
with the perspectus, yes.

MR. EDSALL: Jim, just to put a little bit in
perspective when Phase 4 was being constructed as that
started in towards Phase 5, we started to have some

. problems in the field that dimensionally there was

problems with the lengths of the driveways that you
couldn’t park a vehicle in the driveway and not hang
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out into the road. And I believe what helped cause the
problem is the fact that the original plan was from
many years ago and really wasn’t up to the standards
that you would now require and what we would review on
a normal basis, so they’re coming in basically to
correct some of those problems and lay it out so that
it works, that’s one item. And the second item is I
think the units, the marketing units that they’re going
for now physically they had to shift things around to
make all those fit. So we have asked them to show both
to give ideas, you understand it, you’re not looking
for anymore units, same number, the minimum spacing
between buildings is being maintained to the same
minimum, although scme things may have shifted.

MR. WALDEN: Right.

MR. EDSALL: My concerns were to make sure that the
Plan they submitted provided adequate access, provided
off-street parking that would work, so you could get
the car off the road which really isn’t the case in all
locations from the o0ld plan that they took into account
the recycling center which really wasn’t taking into
account properly on the previous plans. And my last
concern was the slopes and looking at this, they seem

‘to have accomplished all the goals we asked them and

they’re making things lay out so that at least in the
field, there’s some sense to it, some dimensional
sense. My only concern as long the river the proposed
units are being shifted toward the river a little bit
as long as that isn’t getting into a slope problen.

MR. HALBERTHAL: 1It’s very flat over there, the last
one is very flat, it’s flat, the last thing we want to
do is have a slope problem.

MR. EDSALL: As long as it’s in an area where the
setback is fine, we should probably just have Dennis
stake out so we can see this isn’t encroaching into the

hill, but the plan was prepared based on what we asked
them to do, Mike and I.

" MR. PETRO: But I think this plan is somewhat confusing

to start with. I’m not belittling your plan, I think
you need to give us a real site plan that’s going to
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be, I don’t want to see the old units, you’re coming in

with something new, show us where the new ones are on a
real site plan amendment and correct all the, we’re
going to just review it, not like you were there, we’re
not going to go through the whole procedure, I want to

_see a real site plan. Obviously, you can take all

these, go over the bullets that Mark has, there’s
nothing that’s a problem, just a matter of addressing
it on the plan correctly.

HR; WALDEN: 1Is this a new list or what we went over
last week?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, there’s nothing new.

MR. PETRO: There’s nobody that has a problem with
shifting that around, in making a review they’re
meeting all the same setbacks, I don’t think we have a
problem, but we need to address it . a little bit more.

I don’t know if the right word is professionally, I
don’t want to offend you, this is more of a sketch plan
or give us an idea of what we’re doing now, I think.

MR. KRIEGER: Thoroughly.

:MR. PETRO: Just have a real amended site plan so we

can have it on file, it’s a major project. Why don‘’t
you redraw the plan. Address a motion for lead agency?

MR. LANDER: So moved.

MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency

under the SEQRA process for the Plum Point condo site

plan amendment. Is there any further discussion from

the board members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. LANDER AYE

MR. PETRO AYE
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'MR. LANDER: Let’s see how many square foot total we

have, you’re going to do the plan anyway, what you wer

- intending to do now and what was planned before.

MR. PETRO: Probably decreased somewhat, right.
HR.ALANDER:' Just we need to before and after the fact
here we need to know the square feet whether we’re
changing or increasing.

MR. PETRO: If he does find out it’s increasing, you’l.
have to go accordingly with the parking spaces and do
what you have to do under normal site plan review.

MR. LANDER: Looks like it might be smaller but--

MR. PETRO: I’m just deciding whether or not, I don’t

know if we want to get into a public hearing with this
or not because--

MR. LANDER: Change the units, shifting them around.

MR. PETRO: Yes, that’s a tough one.

:MR. LANDER: Do yéa have three different homeowner’s

associations in here, 1, 2 3 and this is 4?

MR. HALBERTHAL: This is 5 and 6, 5 and 6 is not
homeowner’s association yet.

MR. WALDEN: Just 4 has a homeowner’s association.

MR. LANDER: I think they might, you know, the

homeowner’s association might want to be made aware of
this.

MR. HALBERTHAL: But that is little for this, it’s not
anywhere near where they are.

MR. LANDER: Well, I realize that but it’s still part
of this whole project.

MR. HALBERTHAL: Phase 4 is still under our sponsorshig
also, it’s under the sponsor still.
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MR. PETRO: Mark, what’s your take on it?

MR. EDSALL: It’s, again, he’s right in the fact that
this is the right time to do a site plan change cause
these units are all proposed in 5 and 6 but Ron’s right

‘that you’re immediately adjacent to 4 that’s occupied

so-—

MR. BABCOCK: I don’t think either way it would hold
the plan up as far as approval because he’s got to do
some work on the plan anyway as far as timing, I know
that’s what his concern is.

MR. PETRO: Here’s the only reason I hesitate with the
public hearing and I’m trying to do more and more
public hearings but we’re going to get a room full of
people with every complaint in Phase 4 or Phase 3 about
their bathtubs not working properly, nothing to do with
the planning board and that’s what happens when you
have this kind of a public hearing, nobody’s going to
come here and say we have a legitimate problem way over
here for a planning board issue, you’re going to get
everything that is probably building department or
Attorney General or something or your problem, not my

.problem, garbage doesn’t work right.

MR. EDSALL: The other take on it, Jim, is that they’ve
got now an approved site plan, we’ve had a lot of
problems with that site plan because again, I hate to
say it nasty, but the plan’s terrible, it makes it
difficult to build by so whatever we get from a
standpoint of them laying out the building and
understanding that you can put, park a car in the
driveway, not juist a motorcycle is an improvement, so
to have a public hearing and have everyone have the
expectation that we’re going to meet the year 2001
standards, it’s not going to happen because they can go
back to the original plan which we know doesn’t work so
I would tend to try to get the board’s input,
accomplish what we can and not make it more miserable
than it has to be, it’s not a new site.

MR. LANDER: Long and short of that was you’re not in
favor of a public hearing.
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"MR. EDSALL: I don’t think it’s a good idea to have a
public hearing because it’s an approved project
already, we’re just trying to dimensionally try to make
some problems . go away. o S

. MR. LANDER: You’re starting to.

MR. ARGENIO: I think that Tamerisk Lane is an isolated:
-loop on the south end of the site and the traffic
that’s going to be going passed the residents that
currently live on Tamerisk Lane is not going to change,
we’re not increasing it, we’re not decreasing it, it’s
just a question of the building being relocated as long
as the setbacks and everything work, I think I tend to
agree with Mark.

MR. PETRO: I agree pretty much with Mark. My
reasoning we’re going to get a room full of people, I'm
being redundant, that have non-Planning Board agendas.

MR. ARGENIO: You’re a hundréd percent right.
MR. PETRO: There’s nothing that we’re going to solve
or change the plan, it’s an approved plan as Mark said,

.we’re just amending it.-

MR. WALDEN: We’re just trying to take the approved
plan and try and make it work.

MR. PETRO: Motion to waive the public hearing.
MR. BRESNAN: So moved.

MR. ARGENIO: Secdond it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board waive the public hearing for
the Plum Point condo site plan amendment for Phases 5
and 6. Is there any further discussion from the board
members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO - AYE
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MR. BRESNAN AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. ARGENIO: Mr. Chairman, if I can add one final
thought, I would like to see, it would be nice to see
some setbacks on the plan.

MR. PETRO: Bring us in a real site plan.

MR. LANDER: We don’t have a problem somebody trying to
make it better.



. . 0 Main Office

33 Airport Center Drive
Sulte #202
oc New Windsor, New York 12553
(845) 567-3100
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL e-mail: mheny@att.net
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. O Regional Office
507 Broad Street
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. Mitford, Pennsyivania 18337
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (570) 2962765

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY

e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net

and PENNSYLVANIA
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT NAME: PLUM POINT CONDOS - SITE PLAN AMENDMENT
(REVISION TO PHASES V & VI)

PROJECT LOCATION: OLD NYSRT. 9W
SECTION 81 -BLOCK 1 -LOT 2 & 3.4

PROJECT NUMBER: 01-27

DATE: 14 MARCH 2001

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES A SHIFT IN THE PHASE LINE
BETWEEN PROJECT PHASES V AND VI, AS WELL AS SOME
FOOTPRINT CHANGES IN THE BUILDINGS AND THEIR
LOCATIONS.

1. The critical issues, as I understand them are:

Maintain same number of units

Spacing of buildings

Provide adequate access to units

Provide adequate off street parking for each unit
Provide adequate and appropriate Recycling center
Avoid slope problems as previously experienced

2. I have reviewed the plan submitted and note the following:

a) The applicant should insure that the new location of the units along the river would not
require placement of fill. The new units appear closer to the river than the originally

approved units. Previous attempts to fill and grade along the riverside slope were
disastrous.

b) Spacing between buildings in several areas appears to be decreasing, although the
minimum overall may not be less.


mhenyOatt.net
mhepaQptd.net

c) The applicant has submitted information for record regarding the sewage pump station
proposed near units 204 & 205. Notwithstanding the fact that a roll-around generator is
proposed to be shared at the project, I suggest the wet well capacity be increased for failure
situations. Capacity for a minimum of 6 — 12 hours would appear appropriate, at minimum.
The applicant should also check previous approval requirements from the DEC.

3. The Planning Board may wish to assume the position of Lead Agency under the SEQRA
review process.

4 The Planning Board may wish to make a determination regarding the type action this project
should be classified under SEQRA, and make a determination regarding environmental
significance.

5. The Planning Board should determine, for the record, if a Public Hearing will be required for
this Site Plan Amendment, per its discretionary judgment under Paragraph 48-19.C of the
Town Zoning Local Law.

6. It is my understanding that current requirements regarding bonding, etc. do not apply to this
approved application, which predates the current process.

7. The applicant should be advised to properly file this amendment with the Office of the State
Attormney General, who has jurisdiction in these matters.

Respectfully Submitted,

MIE/st
NW01-27-14Mar01.doc
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Town of New Whixd sor

5858 Unlon Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553
{845) 5634011

RECEIPT
#181-2001

03/12/2001

# t o e
Summit On Hudson Associates 7 0/— &7 («}%«&&Azw e

Received $ 100.00 for Planning Board Feeg, on 03/12/2001. Thark you for stopping by the Town
Clerk's office,

As always, t e our pleasure to serve you.

Deborah Green
Town Clerk
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NAME: PLUM POINT ON HUDSON CONDOMINIUMS
APPLICANT: HALBERTHAL, ISERE

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION---~----- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
03/12/2001 REC. CK. #3225 PAID 750.00
TOTAL: 0.00 750.00 -750.00
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INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONCE

TO: Town Planning Board
FROM: Town Fire Inspector
DATE: March 12, 2001

SUBJECT: Plum Point on Hudson Condo’s
Section V & VI

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-01-27
Dated: 12 March 2001
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-01-013

A review of the above referenced subdivision plan was conducted on 12
March 2001.

This subdivision plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 7 March 2001.

P

obert F./[Rodgers
Fire Inspector
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSO

555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
Telephone: (914) 5634615
Fax: (914) 563-4693

PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

TYPE OF APPLICATION (check appropriate item):
Subdivision Lot Line Change Site Plan__X Special Permit___

Tax Map Designation: Sec. 381]”:““ Block l] Lot 23 4

BUILDING DEPARTMENT REFERRAL NUMBER -

1. Name of Project Plum Point on Hudson Condominiums

2. Owner of Record Summit-on-Hudson Association Phone  845-356-4408

Address: 404 East Route 59 Nanuet, New York 10954

(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
3_ Na!ne Oprplicant Isere I‘hlel'thal Phone 845-356-4408
Address: 26 ncord Dhrive Monsey, New York 10952
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
4. Person Preparing Plan Dennis E. Walden, L.S. Phone 845-831-8196
P. 0. Box 809
Address: 380 Main Street Beacon, New York 12508
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
5. Attomey Frank KObb, Esqg. Phone 845-623-0883
Address 404 East Route 59 Nanuet, New York 10954
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office)  (State) (Zip)
6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting;:
Isere Halberthal 845-356-4408
(Name) (Phone)
7. Project Location: On the _ East sideof 0Old Rte. W feet
(Direction) (Street) (No.)
of .
(Direction) (Street)
8. Project Data: Acreage 21.85(T) Zone R-5 School Dist. City of Newburgh
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9. Is this property within Qgricultural District containing a farm operétion or within 500 feet
of a farm operation located in an Agricultural District? Yes No  x

*This information can be verified in the Assessor’s Office.
*If you answer yes to question 9, please complete the attached AAgricultural Data

Statement.

10. Description of Project: (Use, Size, Number of Lots, etc.)

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this proiaerty? yes no_ X

12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes no X

ACKNOWLEDGMENT:

IF THIS ACKNOWLEDGMENT IS COMPLETED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE
PROPERTY OWNER, A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY
STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT THE TIME OF
APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS APPLICATION.

STATE OF NEW YORK)
SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE)

THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND
STATES THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS
CONTAINED IN THIS APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND
DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE
AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY TO
THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF THIS

APPLICATION.

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: 3\
D
A DAY OF : 200D| ™

APPLICANT’S SIGNATURE \
KAaRINA BAILEY
Egblip. State of EI;I:; tYyo"'k Isere Halberthal
48192 ase Print Applicant’s Name as Signed

?\h{. 02085 PP s

Comimissicn Expires

NOTARY PUBLIC
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APPLICANT/OWNER PROXY STATEMENT
(for professional representation)

for submittal to the:
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Isere Halberthal for

Summit ‘on Hudson Condominiums , deposes and says that he resides
(OWNER)
at 404 East Route 59 Nanuet, New York 10954 in the County of Rockland
(OWNER’S ADDRESS)
and State of New York and that he is the owner of property tax map

(Sec._81 Block 1 Lot 2 )
designation number(Sec. 81 Block 1 Lot_3,4 ) which is the premises described in

the foregoing application and that he authorizes:

Isere Halberthal, 26 Concord Drive Monsey, New York 10952
(Applicant Name & Address, if different from owner)

Dennis E. Walden, ILand Surveyor, 380 Main Street, P. O. Box 809, Beacon, New York 1250¢

( Name & Address of Professional Representative of Owner and/or Applicant)

to make the foregoing application as described therein.

;\ &\_,/‘-\

Date: 3/13/01
) Owner’s Signature
/ o]
Kf‘{?&f sy P _
Witness’ Signature / Applicant’s Signature if different than owner

Representative’s Signature

THIS FORM CANNOT BE WITNESSED BY THE PERSON OR
REPRESENTATIVE OF THE COMPANY WHO IS BEING AUTHORIZED TO
REPRESENT THE APPLICANT AND/OR OWNER AT THE MEETINGS.



14-16-4 (2/87)—Text 12 . ’
PROJECT 1.0. NUMBER 617.21 . , SEQR
Appendix C
State Environmental Quality Review
E SHORT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
For UNLISTED ACTIONS Only

PART |—PROJECT INFORM;\TION (To be coinpleted by Applicant or Project sponsor)
1. APPLICANT /SPONSOR 2. PROJECT NAME

Isere Halberthal
3. PROJECT LOCATION:

Municipality New Windsor ] County Orange
4. PRECISE LOCATION (Street address and road intersections, prominent landmarks, etc., or provide map)

0ld Route 9

5. IS PROPOSED ACTION:
D New D Expansion gModmcationlalteration
6. DESCRIBE PROJECT BRIEFLY:

7. AMOUNT OF LAND AFFECTED:

Initially 21.85 acres Ultimately 21.85 acres
8. WILL PROPOSED ACTION COMPLY WITH EXISTING ZONING OR OTHER EXISTING LAND USE RESTRICTIONS?
Oves BdINo 1 No, describe briefly

9. WHAT IS PRESENT LAND USE IN VICINITY OF PROJECT?
gﬂesidenﬁal D Industrial ﬁCommercial D Agriculture D ParkiForest/Open space D Other
Describe:

10. DOES ACTION INVOLVE A PERMIT APPROVAL, OR FUNDING, NOW OR ULTIMATELY FROM ANY OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCY (FEDERAL,
STATE OR LOCAL)?
@ Yes D No if yes, list agency(s) and permit/approvals

Planning Board

11. DOES ANY ASPECT OF THE ACTION HAVE A CURRENTLY VALID PERMIT OR APPROVAL?
Yes D No It yes, list agency name and permit/approval

Site Plan Approval from Town of New Windsor Planning Board

12. AS A RESULT OF PROPOSED ACTION WILL EXISTING PERMIT/APPROVAL REQUIRE MODIFICATION?
Yes D No

| CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION PROVIDED ABOVE IS TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE

Applicant/sponsor name: Isere Halberthal Date: -3_[ Z/Ol
. . %\
Signature e LN, \\

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a state agency, complete the
Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding with this assessment

o recever (0 1 -3 ‘{
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PART Il—ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (To be completed by Agency)

A. DQES ACTION EXCEED ANY TYPE | THRES IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.127 _ If yes, coordinate thiew process and use the FULL EAF.
D Yes D No .
B. WILL ACTION RECEIVE COORDINATED REVIEW AS PROVIDED FOR UNLISTED ACTIONS IN 6 NYCRR, PART 617.67  If No, a negative declaration
may be superseded by another involved agency.
D Yes D No - -

C. COULD ACTION RESULT IN ANY ADVERSE EFFECTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FOLLOWING: (Answers may be handwritten, if legible)
C1. Existing air quality, surface or groundwater quality or quantity, noise levels, existing traffic patterns, solid waste production or disposal,

potential for erosion, drainage or flooding problems? Explain briefly:

C2. Aesthetic, agricultural, archaeological, historic, or other natural or cultural resources; or community or nelghborhood- chfxracter? Explain briefly:
C3. Vegetation or fauna, fish, shelifish or wildlife species, significant habitats, or threatened or endangereé.specles? Explain briefly:

C4. A community’s existing plans or goals as officially adopted, or a change in use or intensity of use of land or other natural resources? Explain briefly ]
CS. Growth, subsequent development, or related activities likely to be induced by the proposed action? Explain briefly.

C6. Long term, short term, cumulative, or other effects not identified in C1-C5? Explain briefly.

C7. Other impacts (including changes in use of either quantity or type of energy)? Explain briefly.

D. IS THERE, OR IS THERE LIKELY TO BE, CONTROVERSY RELATED TO POTENTIAL ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS?
D Yes D No If Yes, explain briefly

PART Ili—DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE (To be completed by Agency)

INSTRUCTIONS: For each adverse effect identified above, determine whether it is substantial, large, important or otherwise slgn:fucant
Each effect should be assessed in connection with its (a) settin<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>